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and which therefore have not been invented by me1. So much only
do you haw respecting the essence of material things; for the few
remarks you add refer to the same matter. I have, indeed, no desire
to raise difficulties here ; I suggest only that it seems to be a serious
matter to set up some immutable and eternal nature in addition to
God the all-powerful.

You will say that you merely bring forward a proposition of the
schools, which states that the natures or essences of things are eternal,
and that propositions can be asserted about them which have an eternal
truth. But this is equally difficult, and besides, we cannot conceive
how the nature of man can exist, when there is no human being, or
how it can be said that the rose is a flower when not a single rose exists.

They say that it is one thing to talk of the essence, another thing
to talk of the existence of things, and that though indeed things do not
exist from all eternity, their essence is still eternal. But since the
chief thing in objects is their essence, does God do anything of much
moment when He produces existence on their part ? It is clear that to
Him it is no more than for a tailor to try a coat on his customer.
Yet how can people maintain that the essence of man in Plato
is eternal and independent of God ? In virtue of being a universal,
do they say? But in Plato nothing but what is individual
has real existence. Though the mind, from seeing Plato, Socrates,
and the resembling natures of other men, is wont to form a certain
common concept in which they all agree, and which can hence be
reckoned the universal nature or essence of man, in so far as it is
understood to be applicable to every man; yet it can by no means be
shown tJiat the universal existed before Plato and the others existed
and the mind performed t/ie abstraction.

You will reply; is not that proposition man is animal true even
before man exists, and hence from all eternity f I say no, it seems
not to be true, except in the sense that whensoever man corner into
existence he will be animal. This is so, even though we allow the
seeming distinction between tJwse two statements: man exists and
man is animal, owing to the fact tliat existence is more expressly
signified by the former, essence by the latter. Nevertheless, from the
former, essence is not excluded, nor existence from the latter. When
we say man exists," we mean the man that is animal; when ive assert
that man is an animal, we mean man while he exists. But besides,
since this proposition, man is animal, is not of greater necessity than

1 Vol. i. p. 180, par. 1.